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Jury Verdict Shect
1. Did AstraZeneea fail to provide an adequate waming to Mr. Baker’s preseribing physieians
concerniug a risk of diabctes from Seroquel® that AstraZeueea either knew or should have

known at the time Serogquel® was prescribed for Plaintiff up uutil the time that Plaintiff was
diagnosed with diabetes? :

Yes I No 7 Vote é

If your answer to Question No, 1 is “Yes,” proceed to Question No. 2. If your answer to
Question No. 1is “No,” cease your delibcrations and return your verdict sheet,

2. If Plaintitt”s prescribing physicians had been adequately warued, would that have altered
their prescribing decisions such that they would not have preseribed Seroquel® for Mr. Baker or
would have altered their treatment such that the injury would not have occurred?

Yes Mo C Yote

If your answer to-Question No. 2 is “Yes,” proceed to Question No. 3. If your answer to
Question No, 2 is “No,” cease your dcliberations and retorn your verdict sheet, '

3. Was Seroquel® a substautial centributing faetor in causing Mr. Baker’s diabetes?
Yes ' No Vote

If your answer to Question No. 3 is “Yes,” proeeed to Question No. 4, If your answer to
Question No. 3 is “No,” cease your deliberations and return your verdict sbeet,

4. What amount of money would fairly and reasonably compensate Mr. Baker for pain, suffering,
disability, impairment, inconvenience and loss of enjoyment of life as a result of his diabetes?

$ Vote

Proceed to (Question 5.

5. What amount of money would fairly and reasonably compensate Mrs. Baker for any loss of
consortium, society and services provided by her husband as a result of his diabetes?

h) Yote
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